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The House met at 12:30 p.m. and was
called to order by the Speaker pro tem-
pore [Mr. DICKEY].

DESIGNATION OF SPEAKER PRO
TEMPORE

The SPEAKER pro tempore laid be-
fore the House the following commu-
nication from the Speaker:

WASHINGTON, DC,
May 8, 1995.

I hereby designate the Honorable JAY DicK-
EY to act as Speaker pro tempore on this
day.

NEWT GINGRICH,
Speaker of the House of Representatives.

MORNING BUSINESS

The SPEAKER pro tempore. Pursu-
ant to the order of the House of Janu-
ary 4, 1995, the Chair will now recog-
nize Members from lists submitted by
the majority and minority leaders for
morning hour debates. The Chair will
alternate recognition between the par-
ties, with each party limited to not to
exceed 30 minutes, and each Member
except the majority and minority lead-
er limited to not to exceed 5 minutes.

The Chair recognizes the gentleman
from Florida [Mr. Goss] for 5 minutes.

CLEARING OUT GUANTANAMO

Mr. GOSS. Mr. Speaker, | have said it
before and | will say it again: The prob-
lem in Cuba is Fidel Castro and until
Castro is gone the United States can-
not and should not normalize relations
with the closest of our Caribbean
neighbors. Indeed, we should tighten
the embargo, not relax it. Last week,
many of my colleagues were surprised
to learn that | consider the administra-
tion’s new Cuban immigration policy a
positive step in the right direction.

As a Representative from Florida
who does not support normalizing rela-

tions with Castro’s Cuba, | believe that
we must take steps to regularize Cuban
immigration, to bring order to what
has been a chaotic situation for far too
long. Last year, the President and his
foreign policy team created a prob-
lem—this year we are trying to deal
with the mess left over from some slop-
py efforts at a Caribbean policy.

Now there are no good choices, only
necessary choices. Why? Because sit-
ting in Guantanamo are more than
21,000 Cuban refugees and several hun-
dred Haitians. Even after the current
paroling process is completed, the
White House expects there will still be
more than 15,000 refugees, mostly
young men, left in primitive, stressful,
living conditions. Add to that an infi-
nite boredom, a hopeless future, and a
long hot summer and you have ignition
for launching a disaster.

My last trip to Guantanamo was in
March with Senator BoB GRAHAM. We
came back deeply concerned about the
situation, about the cost of running
the camp, and about the clear security
risk for our troops in Guantanamo if
something was not done soon. The ad-
ministration’s new approach should at
least diffuse this potentially explosive
situation. Those 15,000 young men, who
have fled from Castro’s Cuba now have
a realistic hope they will not waste
away in a Guantanamo containment
camp. Under the agreement, the ad-
ministration plans to use 15,000 of the
existing 60,000 Cuban visa slots for the
next 3 years for an orderly exodus of
the refugees from Guantanamo—a
camp that American taxpayers are
paying $1 million a day to run. In addi-
tion, the agreement seeks to head off
future inundations of refugees by pro-
viding a safer, fully organized Cuban
Immigration Program for those yet to
come from Castro’s Cuba. The continu-
ing visa allowances will enable signifi-
cant numbers of Cubans to take refuge
in our country through orderly chan-

nels and without risking their lives on
the high seas. Obviously, good screen-
ing processes will be necessary by the
Coast Guard to ensure no political ref-
ugees picked up on the high seas will
be repatriated in hot pursuit or life-
threatening situations. This will re-
quire constant and effective human
rights monitoring.

Handled properly, the administra-
tion’s new approach could disarm one
of Castro’s most effective gambits—the
deliberate victimization of his people
by releasing them as waves of refugees
to pressure the United States on for-
eign policy matters. If this agreement
works, it should have the net effect of
drastically reducing the danger of an-
other Mariel overwhelming Florida’s
shores and resources. It should also
have the added bonus of allowing the
Federal Government—rather than the
State of Florida—to cope with the im-
pacts of Cuban migration. That means
that all Americans, not just Floridians,
will provide locations and will share
the financial cost of resettling refugees
in an orderly, organized way.

Of course, there remain plenty of is-
sues to be dealt with. Impacted States
will have to work with the Federal
Government to ensure that costs are
reimbursed. And the Clinton adminis-
tration has to perform the difficult
task of providing monitoring for those
repatriated to Castro’s Cuba—the new
Clinton policy will all fall apart quick-
ly and completely if we find we are in
any way aiding Castro’s regime to com-
mit human rights violations on politi-
cal opponents or on those just simply
seeking more freedom.

Finally, it demands emphasis that we
have an obligation to the Cuban people
as well as ourselves not to let up the
pressure on the brutal, oppressive, re-
gime of Fidel Castro, even while we
work on ways to put more safety and
order in the way we accommodate
present and future refugees. That
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means a stepped-up embargo and work-
ing for a commitment from our allies
to cut off Castro’s economic lifeblood.

The ultimate solution to the refugee
problem and the key to a free and
democratic life for Cubans is not to
bring them all to America. The solu-
tion is to bring Cuba out of the cold
war by ending the regime of Fidel Cas-
tro. And that, Mr. Speaker, is the bot-
tom line. Fidel Castro is still what is
wrong. We cannot escape that fact, but
we can help change it.

CONGRESS MUST SAVE STUDENT
LOANS

The SPEAKER pro tempore. Under
the Speaker’s announced policy of Jan-
uary 4, 1995, the gentlewoman from
Connecticut [Ms. DELAURO] is recog-
nized during morning business for 5
minutes.

Ms. DELAURO. Mr. Speaker, today,
House Republicans will release their
long-awaited and overdue budget pro-
posal. While much of the public atten-
tion has focused on the Republican
plan to cut Medicare, there is another
aspect of the plan that is equally trou-
blesome. The GOP budget plan cuts
$12.4 billion over the next 5 years from
the Stafford Student Loan Program.
These cuts translate into the largest
increase in college tuition costs in his-
tory.

In Connecticut, the Republican cuts
in student aid would mean that 39,000
students would pay $127 million more
for college over 5 years. By eliminating
interest-deferred Stafford loans, Re-
publicans will add $4,547 to the cost of
an education for the average college
student in Connecticut. Now, $4,500
may not be much money to NEWT GING-
RICH or Dick ARMEY, but | assure you
that $4,500 is plenty to working fami-
lies in my district. It is plenty of
money to Gail Baxter of West Haven,
CT.

Just recently, | met Gail at a student
loan forum 1 sponsored. Gail told me
that she was worried about what cuts
in student loan programs would mean
for her family. And, it is no wonder she
is worried. You see, Gail is a single
mother who, in the fall of 1995, will
have four children in college. That
means four college tuitions. And, under
the Republican plan, it means four in-
creases of $4,500. All totaled the Repub-
lican plan to cut student loans, could
cost this working family nearly $20,000.

But, any single mother who can get
four children to college, is not someone
who throws up her hands when faced
with an obstacle. And, Gail Baxter
wasn’t about to take these student
loan cuts sitting down. So, she got to
work and started a petition drive. |
told her if she collected the signatures
that | would deliver them to the chair-
man of the House Budget Committee.
In just a few weeks time, Gail collected
the signatures of 630 parents, like her-
self.

The petition simply reads: We the un-
dersigned oppose any attempts to cut

CONGRESSIONAL RECORD —HOUSE

Federal student assistance that assist
hard-working American families.

Like the parents who signed Gail
Baxter’s petition, students in my dis-
trict are also concerned about cuts in
student aid. They do not think it is
right that government cut student
loans in order to pay for another tax
cut for the wealthy. And, they are
right.

Students from Quinnipiac College in
Hamden, CT, organized a letter writing
campaign to bring their message to
Congress. The wrote hundreds of let-
ters to various leaders in Congress.
Here is one sample from Laurel Drumm
of Quinnipiac College. She writes:

Recent reports suggest you are considering
the biggest cuts in the history of student aid.
While we applaud congressional efforts for
responsible deficit reduction, cuts in student
aid just don’t make sense. Student aid actu-
ally saves taxpayers money by stimulating
economic growth, expanding the tax base
and increasing productivity. That’s why
every major opinion poll shows strong sup-
port for student aid programs.

The cuts under consideration would in-
crease the student loan indebtedness by up
to 50 percent and reduce grants and work-
study funding. The bottom line is these cuts
will make a college education unobtainable
for many of us.

The opportunity to go to college is a privi-
lege that should be everyone’s right. Please
don’t cut our future short. Don’t cut student
aid.

Mr. Speaker, student loans are the
ladder to the American dream. Many of
us in this body relied on student loans
to pay for our educations. Let us not
pull up the ladder of opportunity be-
hind us. The Gail Baxters and the Lau-
rel Drumms of the world are counting
on us to do what is right and save stu-
dent loans.

JOB SKILLS DEVELOPMENT ACT
OF 1995

The SPEAKER pro tempore. Under
the Speaker’s announced policy of Jan-
uary 4, 1995, the gentleman from Michi-
gan [Mr. KNOLLENBERG] is recognized
during morning business for 5 minutes.

Mr. KNOLLENBERG. Mr. Speaker,
today | am introducing the Job Skills
Development Act of 1995. This bill
amends the Fair Labor Standards Act
of 1938 to ease the restrictions on vol-
unteers.

The FLSA requires covered employ-
ers to compensate individuals defined
as “‘employees’ according to manda-
tory minimum wage and overtime re-
quirements. While there are exceptions
to the employer-employee relationship
for volunteers, the restrictions on
permissable volunteer activities are ex-
cessively rigid.

As a result, individuals seeking to
gain valuable work experience and ex-
posure in a competitive profession by
volunteering their services to an em-
ployer are often prohibited from doing
so, even if the individual has no expec-
tation of receiving compensation and
adamantly denies that they are an em-
ployee.
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When determining whether or not an
individual is a volunteer and exempt
from the minimum wage and overtime
requirements of the FLSA, the Depart-
ment of Labor and the Federal courts
take into consideration the type of
services provided by an individual, who
benefits from the rendering of the serv-
ices, and how long it takes to provide
the services.

Because business-related services are
not considered to be typical volunteer
activities, individuals are often prohib-
ited from volunteering their services to
businesses in exchange for work experi-
ence.

The Department of Labor has carved
out exceptions for student learners and
trainees. However, if an employer gains
an immediate advantage from the serv-
ices provided by a volunteer, the De-
partment of Labor will consider the
volunteer to be an employee and re-
quire that the individual be paid the
minimum wage.

The restrictions on volunteer activi-
ties are intended to safeguard against
employer coercion. Protecting workers
from unscrupulous employers is an im-
portant goal and must be preserved in
our labor laws. However, the current
immediate advantage test is too re-
strictive and should be altered.

The Job Skills Development Act
eases the restrictions on volunteer ac-
tivities without jeapordizing the im-
portant safeguards against employer
coercion and worker displacement.
These changes will help recent college
graduates and individuals who have
been out of the work force develop pro-
fessional skills and gain experience.

Today, individuals face many obsta-
cles in landing good jobs. Unfortu-
nately, the FLSA imposes unnecessary
burdens on ambitious individuals. Al-
lowing businesses to provide opportuni-
ties for volunteers will benefit both
employers and individuals attempting
to break into a crowded job field.

Capitol Hill provides an excellent ex-
ample of the benefits of allowing indi-
viduals to volunteer their services to
employers. Young individuals partici-
pating in unpaid congressional intern-
ships gain a better understanding of
the legislative process, develop office
skills and make contacts that are in-
valuable in securing employment.

In my Washington office, six of my
eight employees were unpaid interns
before landing jobs on Capitol Hill.
Two of my staffers volunteered in my
office for several months before they
were hired on as full-time paid employ-
ees. Both of these individuals have
been promoted twice during the last
year.

Because these two staffers were re-
cent college graduates and produced
work that benefited my office during
their internships, they would have been
prohibited from volunteering their
services if | would have been forced to
comply with the Fair Labor Standards
Act.

On the opening day of the 104th Con-
gress, we passed legislation that brings
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us under the Nation’s labor laws. The
Congressional Accountability Act ex-
empts interns from the employer-em-
ployee relationship covered by the Fair
Labor Standards Act.

Mr. Speaker, Congress should give in-
dividuals attempting to gain competi-
tive private sector jobs the same oppor-
tunities that individuals wishing to
work on Capitol Hill have enjoyed for
years. | urge my colleagues to support
the Job Skills Development Act of 1995.

PRESERVE MEDICARE AND PRO-
VIDE COVERAGE TO UNINSURED
AMERICANS

The SPEAKER pro tempore. Under
the Speaker’s announced policy of Jan-
uary 4, 1995, the gentleman from Cali-
fornia [Mr. STARK] is recognized during
morning business for 4 minutes.

Mr. STARK. Mr. Speaker, Repub-
licans talking about saving Medicare
remind me of the man who murdered
his parents and begged for mercy as an
orphan.

They are making a blatant attempt
to distract the public from a tax bill
that takes $87 billion out of the Medi-
care Part A Trust Fund over the next
10 years and gives it to the rich. And
Republicans are crying crocodile tears
about the trust fund being in danger?

““Hello, Earth to Republicans: Your
hypocrisy is showing.”

I urge Republicans to reread their
views on last year’s health reform bill.
In that bill, Democrats saved the Medi-
care Trust Fund by getting all health
spending under control. The billions we
saved in Medicare helped the unin-
sured, expanded Medicare benefits and
provided a prescription drug benefit for
everyone. Democrats used Medicare
savings to improve the entire health
care system.

Where were the Republicans? They
voted against any and all Medicare sav-
ings. In their dissent 10 months ago,
they said ‘“‘reimbursement levels * * *
have reached potentially disastrous
levels” and ‘“‘additional massive cuts in
reimbursement to providers * * * will
reduce the quality of care for the Na-
tion’s elderly.”

Now the militant radical right wants
to cut three or four times more than
we did. How can they now say it will
not hurt quality?

NEwT can’t reform the system with
more managed care and vouchers. |
rather resent Republicans suggesting
that my mother and the Nation’s sen-
iors are either senile or so stupid that
they will not see through his double-
talk.

My mother knows that managed care
costs more and means less choice of
doctors and hospitals. My mother
knows that Republican vouchers to buy
private insurance will never be worth
enough to pay for her health care.
NEwT’s plan to push America’s seniors
into plans with less choice—all the
while saying he gives them more
choice—is a dog that just will not
hunt.
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Republicans intend to disrupt peo-
ple’s health plans, force them into
managed care, and they know it will
save little or nothing. Last week, CBO
said that Medicare spends more for
HOMO enrollees than had they re-
mained in the fee-for-service sector—
about 5.7 percent more. Until you Re-
publicans know more about how to pay
for seniors in managed care, you are
just whistling in the dark, and playing
fast and loose with a sacred trust.

We Democrats have always worked
with responsible Republicans on ways
to improve Medicare and reform the
entire health care system. But $300 bil-
lion in Medicare cuts for the sake of
tax cuts for the rich will destroy not
only Medicare, but the entire U.S.
health care system.

We must not only preserve Medicare,
but we must provide coverage to 47
million Americans who are today with-
out coverage. You Republicans proved
your political dominance over the
House in the past 4 months. Now, why
not show us you stand for something
besides insurance company profits and
tax cuts for the very rich. You are in
complete control of this Congress and
must be judged by your ability to legis-
late in the best interests of all Ameri-
cans—not just white, rich, suburban
radicals.

So let us get together and fix the
“break’ the way it ought to be fixed,
with universal coverage and reform for
all Americans.

THE PENSION PROTECTION ACT OF
1995

The SPEAKER pro tempore. Under
the Speaker’s announced policy of Jan-
uary 4, 1995, the gentleman from New
Jersey [Mr. SAXTON] is recognized dur-
ing morning business for 5 minutes.

Mr. SAXTON. Mr. Speaker, | am in-
troducing a bill today which is known
as the Pension Protection Act of 1995. |
must say that usually I am pleased to
introduce a bill. Today | say that | re-
gret that it is necessary to introduce
this bill. But it is, because when Amer-
ican workers get their check at the end
of the pay period and they look at the
check stub, they look to see, how much
has been deducted for their contribu-
tion to their pension plan. And those
pension plans have become very, very
important, because those are essen-
tially savings that the American work-
er is putting aside for his or her retire-
ment.

The Clinton administration has been
up to some mischief, | believe, that is
destructive to that process. So the
Pension Plan Act of 1995, which is co-
sponsored by our leadership on the Re-
publican side, and | certainly invite
our Democrat friends to join with us as
well, is an attempt to protect the
American worker from the mischief of
the Clinton administration.

It is interesting to note that some-
thing over $3.5 trillion are in private
pension funds today. This is the mag-
nitude of the risk that has been
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brought about by the Clinton adminis-
tration. Why? Because the administra-
tion has targeted private pension funds
as a new way to finance their liberal
social agenda.

Faced with an angry revolt of voters
last November against too much Fed-
eral spending, President Clinton and
his Department of Labor are trying to
use private pensions to do what they
used to do through old fashioned tax-
ing-and-spending. These social invest-
ments include: Public housing, infra-
structure, and pork-barrel projects.

The administration has dubbed these
social projects ‘“Economically Tar-
geted Investments’ or ETI’s, but | pre-
fer to call them PTI's or ““Politically
Targeted Investments.”’

Let me emphasize that targeting pri-
vate pension fund investments is a rad-
ical and dangerous idea. ETI’s violate
the clear mandate of the Federal law
that Congress passed to protect private
pensions—the Employee Retirement
Income Security Act or ERISA—which
requires that a pension fund manger
must give complete and undivided loy-
alty to the pension beneficiaries.

Let me quote directly from ERISA: A
pension fund manager must ‘‘discharge
his duties with respect to a plan solely
in the interest of the participants and
beneficiaries and for the exclusive pur-
pose of (1) providing benefits to partici-
pants and their beneficiaries; and (Il)
defraying reasonable expenses of ad-
ministering the plan.”

Besides ETI’s obvious conflict with
ERISA, the best economic research in-
dicates that pension funds that target
social investments produce below mar-
ket returns.

The Clinton administration’s ulti-
mate objective is to establish an ETI
quota for every private pension fund.

What Secretary Reich would make
permissible today, will become compul-
sory tomorrow.

Today, | am introducing a bill that
will protect the 36 million private pen-
sion participants from President Clin-
ton’s pension fund grab. My bill, the
Pension Protection Act of 1995, will not
alter the fiduciary duties laid out in
ERISA. Instead, my bill will simply re-
iterate that the act means what it
says, no more, no less.

ERISA could not be clearer. Trustees
may not invest in ETI’s because by def-
inition ETIl's seek to benefit someone
other that solely the participants and
beneficiaries of the pension plan; and
ETI's pursue an objective other than
exclusively the interest of the plan’s
participants and beneficiaries.

The security of our pension funds is
no small issue. Every American who
plans on retiring someday should be
very concerned about that the Clinton
administration is up to. | believe that
if we act quickly, we can ensure that
everyone working today can rest easier
if my bill to protect their pensions is
passed.
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TAKING THE COWBOY HAT OFF
THE MILITIA PROBLEM

The SPEAKER pro tempore. Under
the Speaker’s announced policy of Jan-
uary 4, 1995, the gentlewoman from
Colorado [Mrs. SCHROEDER] is recog-
nized during morning business for 5
minutes.

Mrs. SCHROEDER. Mr. Speaker, |
rise at this time to take the cowboy
hat off the militia problem that the
Speaker tried to put on it this weekend
on national television.

For any of you who were watching
the Speaker this weekend on national
television, he said, ‘We have to under-
stand there is in rural America, par-
ticularly in the West, a genuine fear of
the Federal Government.” He added
that this genuine fear seemed to be
driving otherwise average Westerners
into the Rocky Mountains to create
some kind of a Rocky Mountain guer-
rilla group or some such thing.

Well, | rise to say that is not true,
that that is an extremist position in
the West, and that we in the West are
not encouraging that type of thing. |
also find all of this very interesting,
because | would be terribly surprised if
the Speaker or any other Member of
this body rose to talk about the genu-
ine fear of the Crips and the Bloods or
the genuine fear of the Members of the
Aryan Nation, or the genuine fear of
the Ku Klux Klan, or on and on and on.
We would tell them all to grow up and
get a life.

Now, what about these militias and
what about the paranoid style of poli-
tics that has been practiced by some of
these overgrown, overaged, Gl Joes
that appear to be rather on a lost pa-
trol? Well, first of all, unfortunately, it
is not a regional phenomenon. They are
not all hunkered into the Rocky Moun-
tains. The militia pup tents have raised
their heads all over the country. They
are in Georgia, they are in New York,
they are in Michigan, they are in Mon-
tana, and, yes, unfortunately, they are
in my State too. So let us not try and
just put a cowboy hat on it. Let us deal
with the fact that they are everywhere.
Let us not romanticize this. Let us re-
alize that this is not a genuine fear,
this is ridiculous, and this is paranoid
politics at its absolute worse.

The second part that comes into all
of this is an attempt to try and draw
some kind of a urban-rural, and there-
fore Western-Eastern, polarization on
this. What | want to point out is the
Rocky Mountain States are 71 percent
urban. That may come as a surprise to
people that Arizona is more urban that
Ohio, and Neavada as urban as Penn-
sylvania. That even a hot topic of ban-
ning assault weapons that people often
want to say is impossible to do in the
West, when you poll, you find people in
the Rocky Mountain States poll the
same as any other State. So those kind
of regional differences do not pan out.

Finally, the paranoid fear of govern-
ment is an extremist position, and
every one of us ought to say that. Peo-
ple who have a fear of government

CONGRESSIONAL RECORD —HOUSE

should go to the ballot box and not
their bullets. Ballots, not bullets, is
the way to approach this government. |
am very troubled when | hear people
saying that we should accept this, pat
people on the head, and not take it on.

I am especially surprised the Speaker
has not done more to abuse the notion
of this paranoia. | really hope that all
of us in this body look at what we
might be contributing to this kind of
paranoia and ask if we are. As Pogo
once said to us, we ought to look in the
mirror and meet the enemy and find
out if it is us.

I hope all of this regionalistic roman-
ticism and everything else stops, and
we start saying there is no reason to be
paranoid about a democratic form of
government.

Mr. WILLIAMS. Mr.
the gentlewoman yield?

Mrs. SCHROEDER. | yield to the gen-
tleman from Montana.

Mr. WILLIAMS. As the gentlewoman
knows, | represent Montana, all of it,
the little bit of urban we have out
there and the lot of rural we have. Like
the gentlewoman, I, too, was watching
television and heard Speaker GINGRICH
make his latest in a series of wedge
statements, in which he seemed to try
to divide the West out as a place that
was somewhat paranoid about the Fed-
eral Government. | do not know what
part of the West our good Speaker was
talking about, but he was not talking
about Montana.

Montanans are frightened by the mi-
litia, not the Federal Government.
Montanans are frightened by outlaws,
not by those who would enforce the law
at local, county, State and Federal lev-
els. My Montanans, as with your con-
stituents in Colorado and our col-
leagues and constituents throughout
the West, recognize full well that the
West, for the most part, has been a
wonderful partner in having settled
and developed the West. The Federal
Government plumbed the West. We are,
after all, a hydraulic society that in-
sists on making the deserts flourish. It
is the Federal Government that set out
the Interstate Highway Systems and
has done so much to help the economy
of the West, and we appreciate the in-
volvement of the Federal Government.
We do not fear it.

Mrs. SCHROEDER. Nor do we in Col-
orado.

Speaker, will

SUDDENLY A CRISIS IN MEDICARE

The SPEAKER pro tempore. Under a
previous order of the House, the gen-
tleman from Oregon [Mr. DEFAZzIO] is
recognized for 5 minutes.

Mr. DEFAZIO. Mr. Speaker, suddenly
the Republican leadership has discov-
ered a crisis in the funding of Medi-
care, and they want to fix it. Well, they
are not sure they want to fix it. They
want the President to make a proposal
to cut Medicare spending over the next
decade. They want the Democrats in
Congress to make a proposal to cut
Medicare spending over the next dec-
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ade. Maybe they want a bipartisan
commission to make proposals to cut
Medicare spending over the next dec-
ade.

The bottom line is they want some-
one to come out and get ahead of them
and propose cuts in Medicare spending
over the next decade, under the guise
of saving Medicare from bankruptcy, a
new crisis that no one could have an-
ticipated a year ago during the health
care debate. A year ago during the
health care debate, we heard from Re-
publican leaders on both sides of the
Hill that there is no crisis in health
care in America, none at all. We need
no congressional action regarding
health care. That was only 12 months
ago.

More recently, we had the much
vaunted Contract on America, which
laid out the 10 most important issues
confronting the United States of Amer-
ica, the 10 must-do pieces of legislation
to bring our country into the next cen-
tury. And you know what? Medicare
was not on the list. | guess there was
not a crisis in Medicare, or at least
they did not know about it, when they
were writing the contract.

Then we brought the contract to the
floor again. Still, no mention of Medi-
care. We brought a dire emergency sup-
plemental spending bill to the floor of
the House; $2.3 billion additional for
the Pentagon, because you cannot ask
the Pentagon to do anything without
giving them more money. We add a few
billions of dollars for the crisis in Cali-
fornia, for the earthquakes and the
floods and various and assorted sundry
other things that Congress always
throws in when we do a dire emergency
supplemental spending bill, but not a
penny for Medicare. | guess 2 months
ago there was not a crisis in Medicare.

What has happened since is the Re-
publican leadership in this House
pushed through a bill cutting revenues,
cutting taxes, by $340 billion over the
next 5 years. And guess what? Now
they think we need to cut Medicare
somewhere in the vicinity of $300 bil-
lion. But there is no linkage. There is
no linkage between the massive tax
cuts which they shoved through this
Chamber for the largest, most profit-
able corporations, for foreign and mul-
tinational corporations, for people
earning $200,000 a year, under the guise
of some scant relief for middle income
families and people with children. No,
there was no crisis in Medicare then.
But now there is.

Suddenly there is a crisis in Medicare
that just happens to come close to the
amount of money that is proposed in
the massive tax cuts. The crisis has
come now because they have sat down
and tried to write their budget, and
they found out you cannot hold the
Pentagon harmless and in fact increase
their spending, you cannot hold all of
that massive part of the Federal budg-
et harmless. You cannot deal with the
existing debt and the interest pay-
ments, and you cannot cut taxes and
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balance the budget. It just simply is
not there.

So suddenly we have a crisis in Medi-
care that cries out for immediate ac-
tion, for immediate cuts totaling 80
percent of the money they need to fund
their tax cuts. No, the crisis is not so
much in Medicare, and it is not a new
crisis. In fact, Medicare, according to
the trustees, is in better condition
today than it was a year ago. They
have put off its potential insolvency
for 12 months into the next century.

No, the crisis is in the corporate
board rooms. The crisis is in the coun-
try club cocktail lounges. The crisis is
that the Republicans in their contract
promised the most powerful and the
most wealthy and the most well off
Americans a nice, big, fat, juicy tax
cut, and they promised everybody else
in America they would balance the
budget. And now they want to balance
the budget on the backs of the seniors
by cutting Medicare to fund their tax
cuts.

Congress is going to say no to this
outrage, this new abomination worse
than the worst aspects of the first 100
days of this Congress.

RECESS

The SPEAKER pro tempore. There
being no further requests for morning
business, pursuant to clause 12, rule I,
the House will stand in recess until 2
p.m.

Accordingly (at 1 o’clock and 5 min-
utes p.m.), the House stood in recess
until 2 p.m.
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AFTER RECESS

The recess having expired, the House
was called to order by the Speaker pro
tempore [Mr. EWING] at 2 p.m.

PRAYER

The Chaplain, Rev. James David
Ford, D.D., offered the following pray-
er:

We are reminded during these days of
the momentous occasion of the ending
of conflict in Europe 50 years ago. As
our thoughts go out in thanksgiving
for the blessings of peace, we remember
specially those members of our Armed
Forces whose dedication and sacrifice
brought new hope to so many people
who had known destitution and suffer-
ing and death. We laud all those who
labored for freedom and recall with
praise their commitment and their al-
legiance to liberty. O gracious God,
whose power created the Heavens and
the Earth and whose grace is all about,
may Your blessing be upon those who
gave of themselves that others might
live. In Your name, we pray. Amen.

THE JOURNAL

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The
Chair has examined the Journal of the
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last day’s proceedings and announces
to the House his approval thereof.

Pursuant to clause 1, rule I, the Jour-
nal stands approved.

Mr. JONES. Mr. Speaker, pursuant to
clause 1, rule I, I demand a vote on
agreeing to the Chair’s approval of the
Journal.

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The
question is on the Chair’s approval of
the Journal.

The question was taken; and the
Speaker pro tempore announced that
the ayes appeared to have it.

Mr. JONES. Mr. Speaker, | object to
the vote on the ground that a quorum
is not present and make the point of
order that a quorum is not present.

The SPEAKER pro tempore. Pursu-
ant to clause 5, rule I, further proceed-
ings on this vote will be postponed and
the vote will be taken later today.

The point of no quorum is considered
withdrawn.

PLEDGE OF ALLEGIANCE

The SPEAKER pro tempore. Will the
gentleman from Ohio [Mr. CHABOT]
come forward and lead the House in the
Pledge of Allegiance.

Mr. CHABOT led the Pledge of Alle-
giance as follows:

I pledge allegiance to the Flag of the Unit-
ed States of America, and to the Republic for
which it stands, one nation under God, indi-
visible, with liberty and justice for all.

MESSAGE FROM THE SENATE

A message from the Senate by Mr.
Lundregan, one of its clerks, an-
nounced that the Senate had passed
without amendment a concurrent reso-
lution of the House of the following
title:

H. Con. Res. 53. Concurrent resolution ex-
pressing the sense of the Congress regarding
a private visit by President Lee Teng-hui of
the Republic of China on Taiwan to the Unit-
ed States.

The message also announced that the
Senate had passed a bill of the follow-
ing title, in which the concurrence of
the House is requested:

S. 103. An act entitled the
Land Exchange Act of 1995,

The message also announced that
pursuant to sections 1928a-1928d of title
22, United States Code, as amended, the
Chair, on behalf of the Vice President,
appoints Mr. MURKOWSKI, Mr. BROWN,
Mr. GREGG, Mrs. HUTCHISON, Mr. JOHN-
STON, Mr. PRYOR, and Mr. AKAKA as
members of the Senate delegation to
the North Atlantic Assembly Spring
Meeting during the First Session of the
One Hundred Fourth Congress, to be
held in Budapest, Hungary, May 25-29,
1995.

The message also announced that
pursuant to sections 276h-276k of title
22, United States Code, as amended, the
Chair, on behalf of the Vice President,
appoints Mr. BINGAMAN as a member of
the Senate delegation to the Mexico-
United States Interparliamentary
Group during the First Session of the

“Lost Creek

H 4553

One Hundred Fourth Congress, to be
held in Tucson, AZ, May 12-14, 1995.

The message also announced that
pursuant to sections 276d-276g of title
22, United States Code, as amended, the
Chair on behalf of the Vice President,
appoints Mr. GRASSLEY and Mrs.
HUTCHISON to the Senate delegation to
the Canada-United States
Interparliamentary Group during the
First Session of the One Hundred
Fourth Congress, to be held in Hunts-
ville, ON, Canada, May 18-22, 1995.

The message also announced that
pursuant to sections 276d-276g of title
22, United States Code, as amended, the
Chair, on behalf of the Vice President,
appoints Mrs. MURRAY as vice chair-
man of the Senate delegation to the
Canada-United States Interparlia
mentary Group during the One Hun-
dred Fourth Congress.

AWOL

(Mr. DELAY asked and was given per-
mission to address the House for 1
minute and to revise and extend his re-
marks.)

Mr. DELAY. Mr. Speaker, as Presi-
dent Clinton goes to Moscow, he once
again has dodged his responsibility.

This time, he has failed to exhibit
any leadership when it comes to saving
Medicare.

According to the Medicare Board of
Trustees, a group which includes three
members of the President’s Cabinet,
Medicare will go bankrupt by the year
2002.

Republicans are developing a plan
which will protect, improve and pre-
serve the Medicare system. We will do
this by eliminating fraud and